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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This OfYlce Action is in regards to tlie most recent papers filed on 2/23/2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-18, 21-22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gupta et al. in WO 99/60459, hereafter referred to as 
"Gupta," in view of Ebrahim in EP 0817444 A2, hereafter referred to as "Ebrahim," and 
further in view of McCann et al. in US Patent 6,052,725. hereafter referred to as 
"McCann." 

With regard to claim 1 , Gupta discloses a telecommunication system for 
receiving at least one control signal from a user via a terminal (Gupta: Abstract and 
page 6, lines 15-17 and page 13, lines 3-17. Gupta discloses a client utilizing a browser 
to provide a DNS resolver a web service name.) and comprising said temiinal and a 
network, said network being responsive to said at least one control signal for addressing 
a memory comprising information to be supplied to said terminal and stored at at least 
one memory (Gupta: Page 13, lines 13-27 and page 14, lines 1-19. .Gupta discloses 
that the DNS sender responds, when appropriate, with data, a table of data, or a thin 
client applet to the client browser.), said telecommunication system comprising a 
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generator for generating at least one address signal in response to said at least one 
control signal in a user-dependent way (Gupta: Page 14, lines 4-25 and page 15, lines 
1-15. Gupta discloses that a primary DNS server handles requests from other resolvers 
such as request 207 as well as requests from a client browser resolver.). Gupta does 
not disclose expressly that the memory provides different information to said user from 
different memory locations depending on the address signal generated. 

Ebrahim discloses that a memory provides different information to said user from 
different memory locations depending on the address signal generated (Ebrahim: 
Column 6, lines 25-58 and Column 7, lines 1-40). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have a memory providing different information to said user from different memory 
locations depending on the address signal generated. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that doing so can 
decrease congestion (Ebrahim: Column 1, lines 50-59). 

McCann discloses dynamic IP addressing that enables dynamic IP addresses to 
be re-used by different communications devices that connect to networks at different 
times (McCann: Column 3, lines 5-25). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have incorporated McCann's teachings with the teachings of Gupta and Ebrahim. 

With regard to claim 3, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches that at least one 
part of said generator is located In said network (Gupta: (125) and (122). Gupta 
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teaches a local area network and the Internet, at least one of which would constitute the 
network as claimed.). 

With regard to claim 4, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches that at least one 
part of said generator performs said generating in dependence of a location signal to be 
generated via said netvyork (Ebrahim: Column 4, lines 10-59 and Column 5, lines 1-59 
and Column 6, lines 1-57). 

With regard to claim 5, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches that at least one 
part of said generator is located in said terminal (see rejection of claim 1 , supra). 

With regard to claim 6, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches that in that said at 
least one part of said generator performs said generating in dependence of a further 
location signal to be generated via said terminal (Ebrahim: Column 3, lines 1-14). 

With regard to claim 7, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches a network (Gupta: 
Items (122) and (125)) for use in a telecommunication system for receiving at least one 
control signal from a user via a terminal and comprising said terminal and said network, 
said network being responsive to said at least one control signal for addressing a 
memory comprising information to be supplied to said terminal and stored at at least 
one memory location defined by at least one address signal in response to said at least 
one control signal in a user-dependent way, said memory providing different information 
to said user from different memory locations depending on the address signal generated 
(see rejection of claim 1, supra). 

With regard to claim 8, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches a temiain for use 
in a telecommunications system for receiving at least one control signal from a user via 
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said terminal and comprising said terminal and a network, said network being 
responsive to said at least one control signal for addressing a memory comprising 
information to be supplied to said terminal and stored at at least one memory location 
defined by at least one address signal, said terminal comprising a generator for 
generating at least one address signal in response to said at least one control signal in 
a user-dependent way, said memory providing different information to said user from 
different memory locations depending on the address signal generated (see rejection of 
claim 1, supra). 

With regard to claim 9, Gupta as modified by Ebrahim teaches a generator for 
use in a telecommunication system for receiving at least one control signal from a user 
via a terminal and comprising said terminal and a network, said network being 
responsive to at least one control signal for addressing a memory comprising 
infomiation to be supplied to said temninal and stored at at least one memory location 
defined by at least one address signal, said telecommunication system comprising said 
generator for generating at least one address signal in response to said at least one 
control signal in a user-dependent way, said memory providing different information to 
said user from different memory locations depending on the address signal provided 
(see rejection of claim 1 , supra). 

With regard to claim 10, the instant claim is substantially similar to the subject 
matter in claims 1 and 7-9, and is rejected for substantially similar reasons. 
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With regard to claims 11-18, 21-22, 24-25, 27-28, and 30-31, the limitations of 
these claims are extremely well known in the art, thus the examiner takes Official Notice 
(MPEP 2144.03). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 19-20,. 23, 26, 29, and 32 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims.. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 2/23/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With regard to applicant's arguments pertaining to the rejection of claims 1-10, 
appearing in page 3 of Applicant's remarks, applicant asserts that Gupta and Ebrahim 
fail to teach the provision of different information to different users who generate the 
same control signal, or to a single user who generates the same control signal at two 
different times. 

With regard to claims 1, 7, 8, and 9, none of the instant claims require that 
different information be provided to different users who generate the same control 
signal, or to a single user who generates the same control signal at two different times. 
Rather, the claims require that the network be responsive to the control signal and that 
the system comprises a generator for generating at least one address signal in 
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response to said at least one control signal in a user-dependent way. The address 
signal is then used to determine what information is provided by the memory. Nowhere 
do the claims require that different information be provided to different users who 
generate the same control signal, only that different information be provided from 
different memory locations depending on the address signal generated. The address 
signal is generated from the control signal, but the claim only requires that the generator 
generate an address signal in response to at least one control signal. The independent 
claims are silent as to how a user generates control signals, or exactly how the control 
signal determines what information is presented. The independent claims are clearly 
silent about "the provision of different information to two different users who generate 
the same control signal or to a single user who generates the same control signal at two 
different times." Claims 3-6, which depend from claim 1 , are also silent about the 
limitations that applicant argues with regards to claims 1-10. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant also argues on pages 3-4 that there is a large gap left unexplained by 
the assertion that Incorporating the teachings of McCann with the teachings of Gupta 
and Ebraham would have resulted in the subject matter of claim 1 . As explained in the 
preceding paragraph, there is no gap. 

Applicant also asserts that the subject matter as presented in claims 11-12 (and 
presumably 21, 24, 27, and 30), 13-14 (and presumably 22, 25, 28, and 31), 15-16, and 
17-18 is not extremely well known in the art, and requests the Examiner to cite 
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documentary evidence supporting this assertion. Evidence of the assertion, though, 
can be construed from references already cited (namely, Ebrahim) when the claims are 
read with the broadest reasonable interpretation from the perspective of a person of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

With regard to claim 1 1 , the instant claim merely requires that two different 
address signals be generated in response to the same control signal received from two 
different users at two different locations. The two users just happen to receive different 
Information in response to the same control signal. First, Ebrahim teaches that 
consistency implications exist with multiple bindings (see, for example, Ebrahim: 
Column 7, lines 54-55. If three servers are used for the same destination, the 
administrator has to be careful to ensure that any updates are reflected in all three 
servers. OthenA/ise, a control signal that is transmitted from two different users at two 
different locations (who would be served by different servers, thus resulting in two 
different address signals being generated in response to the control signals) would 
result in different information being sent to each of the two users if the information on 
the servers is not properly synchronized.). It is noted that the claim does not require the 
requests to be made at the same time, which results the claim limitation being met in 
instances where a first user makes a request before the information is updated, and the 
second user requests the information after the information is updated (Ebrahim: Column 
8, lines 45-50. Most servers will update information found in a single URL in order to 
keep the information relevant.). 
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With regard to claim 13, the instant claim merely requires that two different 
address signals are generated in response to the same control signal received from the 
same user at two different locations. The user just happens to receive different 
information in response to the same control signal at each location. This claim limitation 
can be met in much the same way as claim 1 1 , where in the case of synchronization 
problems (where servers that are represented by the same URL do not contain the 
same infomiation for the same path), two servers (which can serve information based 
on geographic location) will provide different information in response to the same control 
signal (which would result in the generation of different address signals to request the 
information from the corresponding server). 

With regard to claim 1 5, the instant claim merely requires that the generator 
generates two different address signals in response to the same control signal received 
from two different users at two different times at the same location. The user just 
happens to receive different information depending on the time the control signal is 
generated. As stated above, periodically information is updated in servers (see, for 
example, Gupta: Column 8, lines 45-50). In cases where the allocation to a server is 
not based solely on geography (see, for example, Gupta: column 7, lines 45-5&), 
servers that are not correctly synchronized will provide different information, and the 
server would be selected partially based on time, making the presented information 
based on time. Likewise, in cases where the servers are properly synchronized, and 
where the first request is made before an update and the second request is made after 
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an update, the information that is received would depend on whether the request was 
made before or after the update (See the explanation of claim 1 1 for further details.). 

With respect to claihn 17, the instant claim is similar to claim 15 (except that the 
request Is from the same user at two different times at a single location). The same 
arguments used for claim 15 apply equally to claim 17. 

With regards to claims 12, 14, 16, and 18, each of the instant claims merely 
requires that the control signal is a URL. It is noted that Gupta utilizes DNS (Gupta: 
Abstract). DNS is used to map the domain name with an IP address. The domain 
name is the first part of a URL, with the second part being a path at the specific domain 
(so for www.domain.com/path/file . www.domain.com is the domain, and the remainder 
is the path). The domain part of the URL is translated using DNS (see. for example, the 
enclosed article from whatis.com titled "domain name."). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Christensen whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1144. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday through Thursday 
6:30AM - 4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vaughn William can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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